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FURGE OF CRITICS CONTINUES

NOVOSIBIRSK CRITICS CENSURED -- Scvetskaya Sibir', No 48, 11 Mar 49

More than 500 writers, artists, journalists, painters, composers, Party
‘end soviet workers attended a city-wide conference of art and literary werkers
in Novosibirsk. Post Aleksandr Zharov gave the main repert vhich dealt with
the recent article in Pravda on the group of a~tipatriotic theater oritics.

Author A. Koptelov gave many axamples of the influemce of sush critics
in Nevosibirsk, mentioning Al'tmaen, Gurvich, Dreyden, and Dayredzhiyev. The -
latier begar his atteck an Siberian writers in an article guilty of aestheticism
"Siderian Literaturs in 1941" in which he criticized Gavriii RKungurov'e novel
Puteshesiviye v Kitay (Jowrney in China), Dayredthiyev also wrote erroneous
articles for the almanac, Ognevyye dni, as a member of the editoricl board of
the almanac. In 1948, there appeared an article by Zineviy Shatrov (Shteyman)
in the paricdicul 8ibirekire i on 8. Sartakov's narrative "Plot idet n&
sever” (The R=ft Goes North). The editors failed to sea througk Shteyman's
opiniems and permitted the article t> be putlished. Again, the editore were
guilty of liberalism by permitting the pudlication of a speech by the voet
Antokol'skiy who defended formalist veraes by Lev Kcndyrev.

Lieutenant Colanel Vysotskiy pointed out the errmmecus criticiem recemtly
appearing in Sidirskiye ogni and in the newsps.er Sovetskays Sibir'. The latter
pudliehed an artizle in May 1945 by N. Laricmov which gave a favorable review
ol Tristan 1 Trol'ds by A. Brushteyn which vis presented at the Youth Theater
by Irina Meyerkho:'d.

V. Levashov, in his speesch, daclared that the formalistic critic
vay.ikop not only spread his false convictions in Novosibirsk during the war
yoars but also headed the local department of the Uniom «f Composers. The
Novosibirsk critic Rekiyudov also has tried to imitate the formalistic mueis
critics.
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V. Lavrent ‘yov, editor of the newspaper Sovetakaya Sibir’. admitted his )
error in pudblishing Yu. Sharov's review of the piay Lucok zimovki (Iaw of Hiber-'
nation) and his own review of Ehleb nagh pasushchnyy (Our Daily Bread). Lavrent'-
yov stated thet he vas completely at fault for failing to understand the social
and political significance of the latter plsy and is gateful for the criticism
he received both in Pravde and in Novosibirsk. He stated that he now realizes
that all criticism in the press must first of all present a political sppraisal
of & work.

S. Kozhevaikov, editor of Sibirskiye ogni, admitted that workers on the
perindical have shown lack of vigilance in permitting the publication of
erticles by antipatriotic writers.

The paintsr, S. Belogolovyy, spoke of the injury dome to Siberian ard by
such critics as Lekht.

K. Laricnov, on the staff of Soveiskpays Sibir', admitted the soridue
errors in his article "Thester Notes® published In the nswspaper cn 24 May
He pointed out that the atatements were falme tecause they pralasd wyilercn
and slighted Soviet playwrights.

Dremov, chief of the propaganda section of th: Nuvosiblrsi Oblast
Committee VEP(b), stated that the aptipatriotic group k23 hed (nfluspse’'n
higher edicationsl institutions. The perlodical Literacurnyy» shigi pub-
1ished by the pedagogical imptitute, prir*~* ~n articie by Yu. Postnuv on
Soviet drama wnicn criticized the work of W. Pogadin, ..o v.i .iv owd ooviat
playvirights. Theé periodicsl aleo published a confueed article by A. Kitaynik.

A resolution drawn up an approved at the ond of the conference cited the
serious errors in the writings of local theater critics appearing in
Sovetskaya Sibir', the weakness of the literary criticism section of.
Sibirskiye ogni, and the necessity of attracting new literary and theater
critics.

KAZAKH TFFATER AND MUSIC CRITICS DENOUNCED -- Ka.akhstenskaya Pravda, No 63,
1 Apr 49 .

The pe:.spaper Kaza lotanskays Pravda has puvlished a number of drama
reviews whi~h in one way or another have uphsld the mistaken aesthetic and
czamovoliten attitude of certain theater critice. On 27 January 1946, the
newapaper nublished a review by Ye. Ignat'yev (the pseudonym under which
L. Varshavekiy hides) of the play Za tekh, kto v more (For Those at Sea) by
Lavreate of the Stalin Prize B. Lavrenev. In the review, Varshavekly
attempted tc criticize the play for 1ts timely Soviet theme and to slander its
f.assian naval heroes. The elitara of the newspaper made a sorious error in
publishing Varshavskiy's reviews. Ya. Shteyn, art Jirector of the Russian
Theater of Drauma, upheld Varshavskiy's criticism of Lavrenev's play in an
article pudblished in Kazakhstanskaya Pravda on 21 September 1947. Shteyn
also criticizec A. Surov's play Daleko ot Stalingrada (Far From Stalingrad),
in & review which used Yu. Yuzovakiy's critical formila.

"Me Krzrkh fcademy Theater of Drama should have held the center of
attention of the theater critizs, but they never made a fair appraisal of its
activity.

A review, by N. Stats, appearing in the newspaper on 21 April 1946,
eulogized *he production Kara-Kipchak Kobla.ady, a formalistic spactacle
vhioch waz :n,urjous o the national dramatic theuter. V. l'sssman hae
appeared fo. a long time in the Kazekh press as a music critic. Messman
belongs *- that group of critics which, under the pretense of high duty,
surrspti+ o sly introduce & type of opinion foreign to Soviet art. Messman
wrote 2 :landercus article in Leninskaya Smena on 1€ November 1947 on the
opera Tulegem Tokhtarov by composera A, Zhubanov and L. Khamidl. Meseman
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ternmed the opera a "psuedo-herof~ spectacle” which shcws th=t he does not under-
stand Sovirct ~vt and indlcstes hias decadent aesthstic s*tiiwds. . ’n an article s gt i i L J
entitled "Masic et Serve the People™ (Kazakhstanskaya Ic:vda, 11 April 1948)
leseman again tried tc discredit this opera and also cr.ticiced the cantata
Soyiet Kazakhstan which wor the Stalin Prize. )

At the end of 1948, the newspaper published a review by V. Krugsv which
pralsed the superficial and, in same parte, lidbelous comedy Ne zhdali {They Did
Yot Yait} by V. Polyakov. In December 1948 the newspaper publiche A. Bragin‘’s
review of the pley Interventsiya {Intervention) by L. Slavin in w.1-k Rragin
called the play one of the best productiors of Soviet dramet!c art. 4the
editors also were at fault for publishing & faverable review by M. Hitman-
Fetigov of E. Kezakevich's Dvoys v stepl (Two in the Step), & perntcious L
narfative. Foan, LY

The mtruggle against cosmopolitanism must also be accompanied dy an attack
against 1ts attendant evil -- bourgeols natlonalism. The last of the bourgeous
naticnaliste are trying to corrupt different phases of ideoclogy, inciuding
theater art.

LA'I'VIAIJ UNIVERSITY CONTINUES IDEOLOGICAL PURGE -- Sovetskays Lstviya, No 77,
2 Apr 42

M. G. Esdek, Doctor of Geographical Sciences and Rector of Latvian
State University, in writing on the 30th Anniverasry of th. univiielty, reporte
that the drive to rid the.institution of cosmopolitaniem, sntl Soviet ideology
and all vestiges of the past is still in progress. The majority of the old pro-
fessore and teachers have succeeded in releasing bourgeois ideals in favor of
Marxiet-Leninist ideoclogy, but thers have been some who have not welcomed

I ideological reformatlon and have found no place in the Soviet higher educational
institution.
There ar2 nov more than 5,00C students in all 12 departments of the uni-~ R

versity. One third of the students are Party members, candidates for membership,
and Komsomola. Twenty-one percent of the professors and teaching staff are
Party memhers, candidates, and Komsomole and nearly one half «f these are pre-
fossors and docents.

FARELO-FiNNISH THEATER CRITICS ACCUSED -- T.eninskoye Znamya, No 66, 5 Apr L3

Speaking at a meeting of scientific, literary, eand art workers held in

Totrozabedsk oo %0 March ~wA 21 March, T. T. Tavetkov. ascretarv of +he

Central Cemmitteo of tht KP(b) ' Karelo-Finmish SSR, attacked cosmo-

politan and antipatristic theater critics. Novieki, .. “Hlosenck were

singled. out for criticism for praising a production of Ibsea's Nora /sic/ and SO o0

criticiz ing Soviet drama. L S
Litevary critica at the State University were attacked by Boluosov,

philosophy instructcr at that institetion. A group of literar, workers at the

university, including sMeltinekiy, Pavlov, Morozc:, and Gianzburg, were accused

of attemiting tec ride cosmopolitan perversions in their work.

TADZEIK TEEATERS UNDER ATTACK -- Kormunist Tadzhikistan, No 70, 10 Apr L9

Stelinbad theaters are under attack as centers of bourgeuis cosmopolitarisw.
The Russien Drama Theater imeni Mayakovakiy anc ¥Be Tadzhik Academy Drama . '
Theater imen! Lakhuti have tzen singled out by these criticiems. Of those
workers connected with the first theater, Dayredthiyev, Zakharin, Dimont. Tarnge,
Cerr, Mitel'man are accused of being renegade cosmopolites. Alsc under attack
for the saue charge are Bard, Bekker, and Bel'kind. ccnnected with the Adminis-
tration of Art, Sovset of Miniaters Tadzhix SSR.
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